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General Comment

It is unconscionable that the NRC could not get the industry to test Hemyc because the NEI said there was not
enough evidence to warrant industry expenditures, so NRC had to run their own tests and found the fire
protection material deficient. Yet the agency did not force the operator to retrofit with better insulation, the
agency granted another regulatory extemption. This is unacceptable and should be an embarrassment to the
agency that constantly touts its integrity. I believe the agency should be totally dismantled and reconstituted
with nuclear engineers who actually put public health and safety ahead of industry financials. It should be noted
that the Region 1 Administrator who granted that exemption is the same one who was severely criticized by the
NRC Inspector General's Office for putting the financial impact of the operator above public safety when he let
Davis-Besse get within one quarter of ‘an inch of breach of containment. Where are the lessons learned? Shame
on you NRC.
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